5548 % 55 1 + 1%

= Vol. 48, No. 1

201141 A ACTA PEDOLOGICA SINICA Jan. ,2011
=EIHRXTELZSESEERSE S IE
FMaEg Fx&' msEm Han’ kL’ fRE Tz’

(1 ZE R K% PR S5 B2 b , R 650201)
(2 ZREA WL LR TR, s /AT 674100)
(3 ZF4 PN MR TAES , 2/ & ks BLhr 674400)

wm =

xR B =L IE X RY 26 A Y A ) IR AT T o ST R A R A R R AL VIR 40 AT AR 4

(ChE LRGSR CGEZR) ), EE TS WEAS R, Bah T LR 7E v [ L R g2k
B E o KR AR 6 D LR CR B R K L A L B R ) 1 AR 18 A 219
AMEZE,IF 5 o [ 4 A A 402 [ PR 38 0336 2 HU SR Al (WRB) #E4T T HUAR .

ES 40|
HESES S155

“CSVTIFRIX AT 25°307 ~29°15'N 98°05" ~
101°15'E Z [a], M T F1 25 40 000 km® | 45 118 J& g 3k
5000 m DL B I, VUL BT RIL = 4R
VLU AT e Ji A EE 50 43 9 12 BT L ik 0 4 b IXC, HE
B Y T 5 4 VYT B L R BB N 66 km IR TT
AL HZ IR BN 2 19 km, gy = 7LFF 3t 400 km
SAEMATI WA . BT SR R 4 5
W2 A b 5T M 3 2 R AR W 2 R O R
Sh0E B B 8 SR AR B DRI R T ek b, 2003 4% g
A E R SC 4 8130 iR AR e

S VLR X U b BT U S AR A B LK
WIRC AR L W7 06 Fi% X 4 5 % IR 1
W E D A 5 R g A R AT RS
5 R A R DL R R A S o Ak (&
FLLL A SRS By R AT R R R ) 22
EOREN NI s E N e NI il s TP =X < e
)@ 4R A, WF 5T 45 A DA AT PR A i . U,
R R Gt M HIF 55 1% X1 4 3 0% U5 e 1 2 AL ) AR
AL, X% X 58 2 AE W R A A SR R AR
TR UF BT IR TT K AR PR A B A SR, X8 R b 2
WEFE LA S R 1 4 38 R G843 2K 7 R 58 % A B
Y B B SR e

# B PHET A SRRk a 2E G i B 35T H (2006 D0039M) Bt )

SHLIRR X LI R G2 1B MR 12 W ke
AR AR IR D A

1 BRFEIX H R A 1F

C VLI X R A 2 R b BT b S 2 A
FOA: 9 22 R 5 o0 B R 0 X 38, AT AL, 3%
WEf TR 0 P AR 2 P T s . SR, Pl T ED R R R
ZE KUK R, = VT3 M X OE 47 A0 s, B RN R
IR VGBS, M Ab = R DT I P B S Y O Rl 2 )
Rk VT U B8 A [ T R 3k 4600 22 mm T R 3 4 70
VLB Y AR B S5 A2 A /2 400 mm , P b 2 [B] 1)
RIE B AUAL 100 km 2247, [ AE " = VLI HL X,
T S A 8 TN O 7S 2 3 R AL 760 m, 6 B9 R O A
MR A 6 740 m JE R T+ HORF K, — 1L 4 g
7 B AR L AR b R S
AR HEE G, A 1971 4F B A AR R Gl AT
PR 5. 7°C A Y B 5 ol 621.5 mm; [ VL4
SAR IR N 12, 7°C AR YRR & Ry 968 mm ; 5 #A 45
KR 9. 7C AR FE TN &y 532. 8 mm ;122 iE PEAR
B A 3. 6°C A Y B TR & o 946. 1 mm; (4 5535 11
HE AR - 1.0°C AR Yy RN & Oy 807. 1 mm,
RS U3 ST P S 12 2 N R | A 2
o BRI R TR A R JE A AR 2 R R I

VB A AT AR (1962—) , 53 BRVGIR B, W L J5 , 242, EZE AR LI b 25 B4R B AR 62 R J7 1T A9 BT 58 - E-mail : hezhongjun@

hotmail. com

Wk H 399 :2009 - 02 - 01 ; i 248 e H 4 :2010 - 02 - 10



1 4] B R%  = V00 X R AR R S RS2 11

VKLY BE 9% 26 0 |2 W0 ol A 40 2 2 3R 8% 10
S0 LR B b 2R W 2R N A T AR N 2
BREGHRAEF X, R R R4 S Y
FRABE = H L Y K I 3 4 3 Ak R s Lo
0 42 vk 30 BRI A i T A A e o T L G LR
ALY 0. 4% , 2590 T v [ 20% B 5 S5 A 9 A 25%
s AR R R VR S R g R B I A
W k-7 R I BRI RR R R T
Mz B RS R LA S A AR AT R IR S L &
2 B 76 A PR W A b L L E A L L ) L A
WA R SE T AT SIS B B I IR X R M R 1
B A SRR K B T 2R AR,
MK A (TR R ) B R RUA (fiGa
JRAT b AR ) KR R IR X B, %X
BN CHIE SRR CE O, R R S TR
Ak, 4l b 3R 9 AT B (M B R AR IR LK IR
)P B MR AR AR W 2 1 L 28 i g

SOV 5 X 9 0 A T L 25 26 11 0
HE SR O 2 T RS2 40 TR

2 BRI

KA T =L KON KR X (e B 1l A X
ERIA X m W R X Ll X T#l X &
BT X A R L X BT X)) 26 A4
SR - MR T o SR R 20 A AE T YL R S LR
OB D) SRR R SEDIR B0 WL 3R 1. T2 25 4 ik 70 2
73 M 7 95 % BEOSCHR L8 ] AT .

3 ZiR51He
3.1 TEEALMR

3010 S TR AR RRORE 2H T BRI
AN AR FUBORL 2 AN 35 2 7 o Bt 8 ) 1 B A

it
il
Sichuan - - -4 28°30'N
[
®e
o\ AR
S, \’.\; @
?{?75‘ %5 28°
& i) N
®@A 2
%
A\
?.
B
& F 27°30'N
&
&
gz 25l b 27°N
= ®
[
4t 5
Myanmar g
26°30'N
; Py 3
® . SRAE RS Sampling site: @
J LA ‘L ) ) - 26°N
98°30'E 99°E 90°30'E 100°E

(D Haba Snow Mountain area; @ Laojunshan area; 3 Yunling Mountain area; @ Red Mountain area; &) Qianhushan
Mountain area; ©® Laowoshan Mountain area; (») Baimang-Meili Snow Mountain area; 8 Gaoligongshan Mountain area

1 =VIF X AL

Fig. 1  Location map of the Three Parallel Rivers area
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Table 1 Environmental condition of sampling site
R X i 5 o . . , N
i SRR HiL A %03 24 (SEeE 3] 4 Bk
Areas Profile
N Sampling sites Elevation(m) Coordinates Type of parent rocks Vegetations
0.
EEEx 101 i YT F E lizu, Lijiang 2 350 26°47'N 99°38'F (0, P8 b o © P/
Laojunshan area 102 AYLA L Lizu, Lijiang 2078 26°45'N 99°40'F. i Z
L03 T _E % % 1926 26°45'N 99°44'E e fa g s O ZEm®
Shangxiangdong, Lijiang
104 A5 Luwa, Shigu 1602 26°49'N 99°53'E LA = ZEm® Y
ML X DHaO1 il fEffi JE Juelong, Diqing 2 880 27°41'N 100°00'E Ve 35 ZEMT M
Haba Snow  DHa02 iRk 2 2 673 27°34'N 100°01'E P8R ® ZHHR®
Mountain area Dayangchang, Diqing
Dha03 it PR K & 2 351 27°30’N 100°01'E R D
Baishuitai, Diqing
DHa04 PR H K G 2377 27°31'N 100°02'E Mo o 4 © S H®
Baishuitai, Diqing
NYO1 EHLH Yingpan town 1 540 26°28'N 99°9'F 2 g R v Fet®
ZIB PR NYO02 WidF % Lajing town 1968 26°29'N 99°15'F, S I 2 (b 1 © Y Emm®
Yunling NY03 Wi st % Lajing town 2 280 26°28'N 99°16'E 2 fip @ W e
Mountain area  ny oy R Y 2 850 26°27'N 99°18'E 26 o 0 ® SIPTD A piR M
Shanshenmiaoyakou
sl DHoOl INE LB 3380 28°18'N 99°45'F, i T © I A
Red Mountain Xiaoxueshanshanlu
area DHo02  #&MISEHF Gezazongdu 3 060 27°58'N 99°48'E g b AR ) f P
- DQo1 /I ) 7 3150 27°25'N 99°49'F. ZRao R AR T
TH X Jisha, Xiaozhongdian
Qianhushan . p
DQ02 JIN v ] B 3 040 27°39'N 99°44'F, 75 sh Ly © mEL?
Mountain area
Kangsi, Xiaozhongdian
Zam A X DLOL 4% 4k Xinhua, Weideng 2 160 27°05'N 99°05'E i e b5 g @ ZER® Y
Laowoshan D102 2k P2 ) Akongma, 1740 27°06'N 99°08'E %EMEB\' fﬁ‘jﬁ}@
Mountain area Weideng
DMO1 454 Shusong 2720 28°16'N 99°10'E s “ER®
S - LA X .
' DM02 Bhrhr kY 0 3619 28°19'N 99°06'F. s A
Baimang-Meili
Shuolalakayakou
Snow Mountain ) )
DMO03 Bihrhr kY 0 4 000 28°20'N 99°04'F, iy LMD
area
Shuolalakayakou
a gl NGOl i1l Gong mountain 3396 27°46'N 98°27'E AL =
Gaoligongshan ~ NG02 57111 Gong mountain 3 166 27°46'N 98°29'E g m® ZWB Y
Mountain area NGO3 T 11 Gong mountain 2991 27°47'N 98°30'E 1IN "E"js‘ Z{‘//%rf;@
NG04 i1l Gong mountain 2 450 27°45'N 98°36'E paE ol T Y
NGO5 5711l Gong mountain 1987 27°46'N 98°36'E T8 T AR Ak @

(D Purple argillaceous sandstone; ) Argillaceous sandstone; 3) Ancient red clay and slate; @) Limestone; (5 Clay shale; (6 Tertiary ancient red
clay; @ Calcareous purple sandstone; @ Purple sandstone; (9 Shale and phyllite; @0 River alluvium; @) Basalt; @2 Sandstone and Shale; (3 Sand-
stone; @ Granite; @ Amphibolite; 0 Quartzite; 09 Muddy slate; (@ Yunnanensis; @9 Oak; @) Thorn oak; @D Eucalyptus;@ Seabuckthorn;@) Wal-
nut; @ Bamboo Sword ;@) Coniferous and broad leaf mixed forest; @0 Spruce-fir; @) Meadow ;2 Birch; @) Euphorbia flower; G0 Broad-leaf forest; G Al-
pine shrub
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R0 2 R R W TR Y i 5 A W, SRl B2 R R
F 100 cm, F 11X 60 ~100 e¢m, /&1 X /NF 50 ¢cm,
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Table 2 Features and particle size composition of the B horizons

WS R LR A1k
Profile  Depth KR BE(TE) Particle size composition (g kg™") R B
Moisture regimes Color (dry ) Texture Clay ratio
No. (em) 2~0.02 mm 0.02~0.002 mm <0.002 mm
Lo1 16 ~45 i @ 5YR6/3 540. 2 245.2 214.5 R 1.27
102 15 ~38 iy © 5YR6/3 678.5 176.3 145.2 WwiE® 1.45
103 19 ~66 e 5YR6/3 492.0 307.9 200. 1 HiE® 1.42
L04 27 ~84 HERS 2.5YR5/8 333.7 184.8 481.5 i+ ® 1.75
DHa0Ol 50 ~ 112 i @ 10YR6/7 493. 6 254. 1 252.3 Wb+ © 0. 86
Dha02 29 ~67 i 7.5YR5/6 492.6 255. 4 252. 1 B+ © 0. 90
Dha03 9 ~41 g @ 7.5YR4/6 297.1 262.2 440.7 #H+©® 1.47
Dha04 24 ~90 N 2.5YR4/8 245. 4 417.9 336.7 WME+© 1.79
NYOl 21 ~60 +® 2.5YR6/2 636.9 200. 0 163. 1 WEiE® 0.50
NY02 12 ~45 e 2.5YR4/8 207.0 272.9 520. 1 H+® 2.24
NY03 17 ~36 "o 5YR6/3 719.3 169. 6 111.1 i © 0.98
NY04 15 ~42 i 5YR5/2 606. 7 197.9 195.3 WEiEE® 1.34
DhoOl1 26 ~39 me 2.5Y6/4 541.5 368. 6 89.8 g - O 0.30
Dho02 5 ~13 g © 7.5YR5/2 624.7 208.5 166. 8 A ® 1.08
DQOI 30 ~64 iy © 10YR5/8 426.2 350.7 223. 1 i@ 1.22
DQO2 40 ~60 e 7.5YR5/6 553.2 221.8 225. 1 RS 0.87
DLO1 10 ~40 PERS 10YR7/6.5 498.3 305.3 196. 4 @ 0.89
DLO2 40 ~68 FO@ 2.5YR6/2.5 372.3 277.9 349. 6 P+ © 1. 90
DMO1 30 ~50 1 2.5Y6/4 627.0 242.5 130. 5 e © 1. 04
DM02 10 ~30 bERS 10YR7/6 510.7 291.2 198. 1 B @ 1.07
DMO3 11 ~30 i © 7.5YR4/2 212. 4 193. 4 594. 1 FH+® 2.48
NGOl 33 ~65 B 7.5YR4/2 612.7 218.9 168. 4 RS 0.97
NG0O2 18 ~50 8o 5YR5/2 824.5 92.5 83.0 g © 0.49
NGO3 17 ~45 pY 5YR4/3 873.4 37.0 89.6 4@ 0.97
NG04 20 ~40 B 7.5YR5/6 369. 7 383.0 247.3 i@ 1.29
NGO5 18 ~79 i © 7.5YR5/6 562.5 269.2 168. 3 WA E® 1.42

(D Humid ;@ Semi- humid; @ Dry; @ Wet;® Sand sticky soil; ® Sand loam; (@) Clay loam; @ Clay; (9 Loam clay; @0 Silt clay; @ Loam;

@ Sand
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Table 3 Basic chemical properties of the B horizons

i pon i*ﬁ”ﬂ? b R e L oy
A 0cC Rh Total N ol Bl oty MR Toual - CEC CEC,/Clay 13 AT HEE Base i
Profile No. 71 _,. (H0) H* 1/3 A" exch. bases (emol kg™') ’ Clay AP * sat,
(gkg™) (gkg™) ., (emol kg™") sl (%)
(emol kg™") (cmol kg ™) (emol kg™') (%)
101 5.48 0. 54 0.14 5.63 0.24 2.87 16. 85 19.96 54.35 13. 40 84. 41 14. 57
102 2.69 0.45 0.14 5.86 0. 69 0.31 10.22 11.22 27.20 2.13 91. 11 2.93
L03 2.05 0. 61 0.18 6.06 0.12 0.26 16.22 16.6 37.35 1.31 97.71 1.59
L04 2.56 0.53 0.10 6.49 0. 00 0.17 11. 00 11.17 19.92 0.35 98.51 1.49
DHa01 5.36 0.59 0.12 6.02 0.13 0.37 32.79 33.29 128.5 1.48 98. 49 1.12
DHa02  3.57 0.45 0.11 5.94 0.08 2.93 9.11 10. 02 39.74 11. 64 90.93  24.36
Dha03  19.42 0. 44 0.38 6. 80 0. 86 6.01 19.25 31.19 70.77 13.63 61.71  23.79
DHa04  4.59 0.53 0.09 6. 80 0. 00 0.00 12. 30 17. 46 51. 86 0. 00 70. 43 0.00
NYO1 4.25 0.56 0.12 6.37 0. 00 0.02 3.47 6.20 38. 02 0.15 55.98 0.68
NY02 6.37 0. 44 0.24 7.86 0. 00 0. 00 42. 44 42.44 35.31 0. 00 100 0. 00
NY03 3.59 0.38 0.08 5.67 0.36 0.83 5.25 6. 44 35.55 7.49 81.55  13.67
NY04  29.88 0.37 0.55 5.25 0.10 3.25 5.54 15.11 77.35 16. 66 36.66  37.01
DHo01  37.89 0.48 0.73 5.35 0.05 2.04 15.80 17.89 199. 1 22.73 88.32  11.45
DHo02 111.5 0.36 1.58 4.87 0.15 1.29 16. 25 19.03 114.0 7.76 85. 42 7.38
DQO1  14.52 0. 60 0.33 5.93 0. 14 0.13 6.58 12.51 56. 06 0.59 52. 61 1.95
DQO2  38.60 0. 40 0. 62 5.41 0.90 0.33 4.89 13. 65 60. 64 1.48 35. 81 6.37
DLOl  56.16 0.45 0.58 5.83 0.17 0.12 5.50 18.07 92.02 0. 60 30. 45 2.11
DLO2  13.69 0. 44 0.22 6.26 0.05 0.00 9.87 12. 56 35.92 0. 00 78. 59 0.00
DMO1  17.27 0.21 0.28 6.93 0.05 0.02 8.12 13. 06 100. 1 0.18 62.17 0.29
DM02  56.06 0.45 0.50 5.97 0.05 0.12 4.11 20. 14 243.3 1.43 2.89 4.43
DMO03  61.16 0.55 1.42 4.76 11. 54 2.19 2.99 40.76 68. 60 3.68 7.35 42,19
NGOl 42.42 0.39 2.49 4.70 0.33 7.05 4.10 25.97 154.20 41.88 15.78  63.26
NG02  65.20 0.22 1.91 4.68 0.21 5.99 3.41 46.75 563.22 72.11 7.29  63.72
NGO3 176.5 0.20 6.03 4.90 0.19 4.32 8.01 93.60 1044 48.23 8.56  35.06
NG04  42.54 0.52 2.11 5.32 0.17 4.37 5.81 28. 14 113.8 17.67 20.64  42.94
NGO5 5.33 0. 62 0.33 5.62 0.32 0. 94 5.30 12.30 73.06 5.57 43.08  15.05

YE:Rh 0 ~20 om A7 HLT A 15 0 ~ 100 em 47 BT 109 B A, 2R 1 m (935 W18 Note: Rh s the ratio of organic reserves in 0 ~

20 cm and in 0 ~ 100 cm, soils less than 1 m thick calculated according to the proportion
B+ 8 R B BE T B TE S R R, o
NYO02 .DMO1 {4 pH g 7. 86 F1 6. 93, H fil + 4 ¥
BEvE,pH h 6.37 EE 4. 68, M E T EEN
AP* . R EBHE F 58 i B (CEC) 8RR 3R K,

BJZ % 3.95~93.6 cmol kg™', & L04 CEC, K
19.92 cmol kg ™' 4, H fth %] /@ CEC, ¥ K T
24 cmol kg’]o R MO B B ONY04. DQO2.
DLO1 ., DMO02 ., DM03 . NGO1 , NG0O2 , NGO3 . NG04
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AR AN, Hfh 3 KT 50% o AR /B R A
#or i moK T 12 emol kg ™'

[f]—2 B Ay &) 103 .DQO1 . DHo01 , i 25 FE i
TR IE I, A Pk 4R CEC, & =3, pH B [
—£5 B L AY)TE LO1 102 \L03 \L04 H 7R ] VY , Fifi i 4K
B A LK A A A Bk P AR B I S , pH BE
1% 5 Rl —4 B2 1 A9 TR NYO1 \NY02 \NY03 \NYO04 /7y
WUR, BETEE B0, A WLk 2 A SR T
I, pH BEAC; A — 26 B b A9 31 il NGO NGO02 |
NGO3 NG04 NGO5 7k ] P4 , Bl TRR 4R34 in , A ALk 28
kAR B 1 o g n .pH FEAIT.
3.1.3  HHESE AL EIE A FRE ik + 58 B )2 45
IEA AR S B WA 4, WeEs A bk & 5 10.96 ~
29.29 ¢ kgflo % DHaOl ., DHoO1, DQO1 . DLOI .
DMO1 .DM02 .NG02 NGO04 #p , HAth %1 B 2 £kiiF 5
JES KT 40% . Uit 85 4% RNk i B8 2 A Bl U 4R T

T A ARG A R TR kA Bk R Bk O Ak R L
LO1, \L04 B JZ2 5 &, i ok A Ak B 4 il ok 5,67 Al
4.95 g kg™ IEALE SR 36. 8% Fl 34.56% , Hifth
I B 2R AE 3 ¢ ke A, BRIR AL EAE
10%~20% Z 0], 5 H A JE 2 A AL B A 1T, i+
HE B R4 A AL BB, A2k
3 LO3 .\ DQOL \DHoO1 [ £ F Fi i $& () 3 Jn , B
JE B R 45 AR R, BROK A R B I, s
PR BE BEAS 5 [R] — 26 B iyl LOT (102 (103 104 h
AR 1)V T A, R TG AR R L 4% A B BN, kK
BRBEAM W — 4% LAY NYOL, NYO2
NYO03 NYO4 74 ] 7%, Bifi o 44 (0 186 o, 2% 5 4k 0 1
RO N, R TE AL % A RN, BOK & R B
% [/l — 45 BF b 9 30 NGO1 . NGO2 ,NGO3 . NGO04
NGOS HH 7% ) PG, Bifi Vi 4038 o, 0 85 4k 0 Rk & it
Haom o
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Table 4 Morphological characteristics of iron oxides in the B horizons

) T = 4dik Fe, 05 UEE Fe, 0, %4 Fe, 0, (it Fe, 04 e By i e Az Fed/ ki
Profile Fet Fed Fep Feo Fed/Fet Feo/Fed Fep/Fed Fed/Clay
No. (skg™") (%) (%)
LO1 33.19 15.39 0. 04 5.67 46.37 36. 83 0.24 7.17
L02 21. 66 10. 96 0.01 3.79 50. 60 34.56 0.10 7.55
L03 31.00 16. 87 0.01 3.07 54.43 18.19 0. 04 8.43
L04 56. 00 25.55 0. 00 4.95 45.62 19. 37 0.01 5.31
DHa01 81.07 28.00 0.02 2.96 34.54 10. 56 0. 06 11.10
DHa02 68. 07 29.29 0.01 2.51 43.04 8.55 0. 04 11.62
Dha03 39.85 25.71 0. 04 2.43 64. 66 9.45 0.15 5.85
DHa04 68. 67 27. 69 0. 00 1.49 40. 32 5.40 0.01 8.22
NYO1 38.40 18.27 0.01 1. 10 47.59 6.03 0. 05 11.20
NY02 61.41 27.10 0. 00 0.81 44.12 3.01 0.01 5.21
NY03 19.41 10. 10 0. 04 1.02 52.02 10. 14 0.36 9.09
NY04 31.84 15. 47 0.16 3.08 48.59 19. 89 1.06 7.92
DHo01 64.09 23.65 0.26 3.19 36.90 13.49 1. 11 26.32
DHo02 41.25 19.76 0.27 3.19 47.91 16. 13 1.37 11.84
DQO1 75. 84 19. 46 0.11 3.18 25.67 16.32 0.56 8.72
DQO2 42.28 21. 19 0.12 2.99 50. 13 14.13 0.57 9.42
DLO1 58.59 22.21 0.12 3.18 37.90 14.33 0.54 11.31
DL0O2 41.74 13.98 0.02 2.38 33.49 17.01 0.12 4.00
DMO1 98. 68 18.71 0.03 2.90 18.95 15. 49 0.14 14.33
DMO02 65.58 25.67 0. 09 3.19 39. 14 12. 41 0.35 12.96
DMO3 36. 88 15.48 0.23 3.19 41.98 20. 59 1.51 2.61
NGO1 36. 13 28.08 0.23 3.20 77.72 11.38 0.83 16. 67
NG02 115.8 27. 65 0.17 3.20 23.86 11.57 0. 62 33.31
NGO3 51.07 28. 64 0. 08 3.21 56.07 11.21 0.29 31.95
NG04 70.78 26.57 0.11 3.03 37.54 11.41 0.41 10. 74
NGOS5 38.15 19. 86 0.24 2. 66 52.05 13.42 1.21 11. 80
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Table 5 Diagnostic horizon and diagnostic characteristics of the studied soil profiles in the Three Parallel River area

N, R RRET RREY ALY RYORY I 2 o ISV ST ¥ s FED MY
101 vV MY ud? vV

L02 v MY ud” Vv

103 Vi MY U v

L04 vV vV MY Us® Vv

DHa01 vV v o ud” Vv vV

DHa02 v vV o ud” vV

Dha03 % VoMY usY vV vV %
DHa04 vV vV MY s vV vV

NYO1 % MY A7 %

NY02 v VoMY usY vV %
NY03 % VoMY usY vV

NY04 vV P ud” % % vV
DHo01 v % v c® pY % %

DHo02 v v Voo ud® Y vV

DQO1 vV 4 \ ¢ ud¥ v

D02 vV vV VvV c» o us® % %

DLOI vV A2 ' ER N VA Y vV
DLO2 vV % MY A7 vV

DMO1 vV % % 2 Us” vV

DMO02 Vv v vV GY  us” Y % vV
DMO03 Y Y vV voooeY ue vV vV 4
NGOl V vV vV % % c* P vV % vV
NGO02 % % % vV c® P % % vV
NGO3 v v vV vV > pY Y v vV
NGO04 v v % F P vV % vV
NGO5 vV % MY ud¥ % vV vV

(D Mattic epipedon; @ Mollic epipedon; @) Umbric epipedon; @) Organic phenomenon; (3 Bleaching horizon; 6 Argic horizon; (7)) LAC-rerric
horizon ; Ash deposition horizon; Q) Cambic horizon; 0 Lithic contact; @) Soil temperature regimes; @@ Soil moisture regimes; 3 Gleization charac-
teristics; 19 Humic property; 05 Ferric property ;16 Calcaric property; 09 Base unsaturated; 1) i1 + 38 i B 4K % Mesic soil temperature regime;
2) AR AR DL Frigid soil temperature regime;3) ZE 1 + IR BE AR Cryic soil temperature regime;4) F£ 7% + 3R JE AR L Gelic soil temperature
regime; 5) {@iH 13K R Udic soil moisture regime ;6 ) 2 ¥d 1 3% 7K 53 IR % Ustic soil moisture regime;7) + 5 37K 434k % Aridic soil mois-
ture regime; 8) H IR 3K PR DL Perudic soil moisture regime
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Table 6 Soil taxonomy of the studied soil profiles in the Three Parallel Rivers area

s + 4 4K +2% NES
Profile
. Order Suborder Group Subgroup
101 WA+ Luvisols  1BIE#kEE + Udic Luvisols 2k FTIRIEMKIA £ Fer-Udic Luvisols Gleysols IR E k% + Red Fer-Udic Luvisols
102 ¥+ Luvisols @i #kA 4 Udic Luvisols 2k I 1 A + Fer-Udic Luvisols JE VR E Wk + Red Fer-Udic Luvisols
L03 %+ Luvisols  FUEHk¥% + Ustic Luvisols 2 T VE k% 1 Fer-Ustic Luvisols 3% 3 4% Jii 118 k¥ +- Typic Fer-Ustic Luvisols
L04 g4kt Ferrisols T &4k + Ustic Ferrisols  Fhifk T 8 4% + Arg-Ustic Ferrisols %3 4k 111 % 2% + Typic Arg-Ustic Ferrisols
DHaO1 4fJ& + Cambisols V¥4 ) + Udic Cambisols ¥ 501 i 4 JE 1= Bor-Udic Cambisols ¥ BRI 4B 1 Mollic Bor-Udic Cambisols
DHa02 “ftJ& + Cambisols {RiF4fEJE 1= Udic Cambisols ¥ BRI 4% JE 1= Bor-Udic Cambisols B K ¥ i {8 4t JE + Mollic Bor-Udic Cambisols
Dha03 4fJE + Cambisols T84 1 Ustic Cambisols £k i T84 1 Fer-Ustic Cambisols JF kT | 4 JE t Lithic Fer-Ustic Cambisols
DHa04 ki £ Luvisols T + Ustic Luvisols 5T K& + Fer-Ustic Luvisols A 5@ 2k T E K s + Typic Fer-Ustic Luvisols
NYO1 4fJ% 4 Cambisols 4% + Ustic Cambisols 4 i @4 /% + Fer-Ustic Cambisols 3% i £k Jii T g 4% J% 4 Typic Fer-Ustic Cambisols
NY02 ki + Luvisols i k% + Ustic Luvisols 4% i -1l bk % + Cab-Ustic Luvisols i i 38 k7% + Rhodic Cab-Ustic Luvisols
NY03 4% + Cambisols  T-d%4fEJE + Ustic Cambisols 4 i T-Wid 4 T + Fer-Ustic Cambisols 7 Jii 4% i T8 4f: T + Lithic Fer-Ustic Cambisols
NY04 ki + Luvisols ¥ Ui#k¥% + Boric Luvisols i & ¥ BUilk 1 1 Hap-Boric Luvisols A V3 Bk - Typic Hap-Boric Luvisols
DHo01  JK + Spodosols  IF % JK + Orthic Spodosols i & iF % JK +- Hap-Orthic Spodosols & i i & 1F % JK + Gec-Hap-Orthic Spodosols
DHo02 #i i+ Entisols  #hF T A+ Alluvic Entisols €7k sh B i 1= Gec-Alluvie Entisols 75 W ERUET I 4= Typic Gec-Alluvie Entisols
DQO1 k¥ + Luvisols ¥ KA+ Boric Luvisols % IR ¥ UM % £ Mol-Boric Luvisols R K ¥ U i £ Typic Mol-Boric Luvisols
DQO2 %4 + Cambisols FE4EIE + Cryic Cambisols [ 95 FE 75 4 JE - Umb-Cryic Cambisols 155 75 FE R 4 JE + Histic Umb-Cryic Cambisols
DLO1 %) + Cambisols T WH4EJE 1 Ustic Cambisols & & T i 4 JE 1 Hap-Ustic Cambisols {8 & T 4 JE 1= Typic Hap-Ustic Cambisols
DLO2 k¥ £ Luvisols T E#kA £ Ustic Luvisols K5 IK T #k#F £ Mol-Ustic Luvisols 33 i IX i@ #k % £ Typic Mol-Ustic Luvisols
DMO1 4J% + Cambisols i@ 4EJ% 4 Ustic Cambisols B Ik T-id 4% 4 Mol-Ustic Cambisols %38 K% 7% 13 4 J% + Typic Mol-Ustic Cambisols
DMO02 4T + Cambisols  FEVR4EIE + Cryic Cambisols W55 FE ¥R 4fEJE +- Umb-Cryic Cambisols 44 #LIE % FE VR4 JE 1 Histic Umb-Cryic Cambisols
DMO3  # 7 + Gleysols KIHIEH 1 Permagelic Gleysols A ML # 7 1 His-Permagelic Gleysols £F4EA MLk H 1+ Fibric His-Permagelic Gleysols
NGOl 4ff¥ 1 Cambisols FE 4L 1 Cryic Cambisols B H5 JE R4 + Mat-Cryic Cambisols R 1k ¥ F5 F€ R4/ + Acid Mat-Cryic Cambisols
NG02  JK+ Spodosols %K + Humic Spodosols  f& & J#§ %4 /K + Hap-Humic Spodosols 33 ] 7 J& 78 JK + Typic Hap-Humic Spodosols
NGO3  JK + Spodosols J&§ 58 )X +. Humic Spodosols & & J# 48 JK + Hap-Humic Spodosols i fij & Ji& 5 )X +. Typic Hap-Humic Spodosols
NGO04 ki £ Luvisols Y £ Boric Luvisols i & ¥ Bl iHIA 1= Hap-Boric Luvisols B I + Typic Hap-Boric Luvisols
NGO5  #ki& + Luvisols @ ¥H#k ¥ + Udic Luvisols % 14 Y 3 Ik 75 £ Aci-Udic Luvisols 1% P Y 3 Wk 7 £ Ferric Aci-Udic Luvisols
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Table 7 References of the main mountainous soils of the Three Parallel Rivers area in different soil classification systems

NTREA 61

Profile. Elevation o R A AR hE R G K e F 4 R IR 2 L
o (m) CSGC(1998) CST(2001) WRB(2001)
DMO03 4 000 il % i) + Alpine meadow soil A4 LK G 1+ Fibric His-Permagelic Gleysols A #L# & + Histic Gleysols
NGO1 3396 Wi &1l 24 + Subalpine meadow soil % P 54 98 74T 1 Acid Mat-Cryic Cambisols KA F 4 + Dystric Cambisols
DHoO1 3 380  #Efakh it #k+ Brown coniferous forest soil — F& 7k 3] & 1F % JK + Gec-Hap-Orthic Spodosols {3 & JKHE Haplic Podzols
NG02 3166 4554k + Brown coniferous forest soil 33 {4 & Ji§ 4% JK + Typic Hap-Humic Spodosols f3i & K HE Haplic Podzols
DMO02 3 619 454 Dark-brown soil 15 LIS 95 FE R 4 )% + Histic Umb-Cryic Cambisols [ 78 & I {6 + Humic Umbrisols
DQO1 3150 MsHEHE Dark-brown soil W5 IKE IRV B + Typic Mol-Boric Luvisols 21 7 v 16 ME K% 1 Haplic Luvisols
NGO3 2991 R5FiHE Dark-brown soil 38 77 B JE 5 K + Typic Hap-Humic Spodosols {41 & K Haplic Podzols
DHa01 2 880 %4745 Dark-brown soil B VRV R 4fE T 1+ Mollic Bor-Udic Cambisols J6 B J5 % €%, 1 Humic Umbrisols
NY04 2 850 544 Dark-brown soil W5 3] B ¥ LA £ Typic Hap-Boric Luvisols Bk 5 T 1 PRk 1+ Ferrie Luvisols
DMO1 2 720 #£%4E Brown soil 3 5 9K T8 4 T2 1= Typic Mol-Ustic Cambisols J88 7 5% 4 7% + Humic Cambisols
DHa02 2 673 #£34E Brown soil % 1R Y8 3R 4 T 1= Mollic Bor-Udic Cambisols {4 & 41 7% + Haplic Cambisols
NGO04 2 450 #5:5E Brown soil W 17 B % s - Typic Hap-Boric Luvisols B T I PE kY £ Ferric Luvisols
DHa04 2 377  #54 Brown soil 3 4% J5 T RV 1+ Typic Fer-Ustic Luvisols A I T PE R £ Ferric Luvisols
LO1 2350 #%4% Brown soil 2145 4% IR % - Red Fer-Udic Luvisols R 5 5 0% PE K 1 Ferric Luvisols
NY03 2280 #33E Brown soil Ji 8k 5 T i 4 - Lithic Fer-Ustic Cambisols fi] & 4 JE 1 Haplic Cambisols
DLO1 2160 #EHE Brown soil W58 75 B F 4% + Typic Hap-Ustic Cambisols ANl FI4E % + Dystric Cambisols
102 2078 #f7EEE Yellow-brown soil 21 {0 42 B8 11 K8 - Red Fer-Udic Luvisols Bk B TS PR = Ferric Luvisols
NGO5 1987 # k23 Yellow-brown soil B SRR 1B 8 Wk % + Ferric Aci-Udic Luvisols B J T T I RS+ Ferric Luvisols
NY02 1968 £ Yellow-brown soil 1% 2T 45 57 T Wk % 1 Rhodic Cab-Ustic Luvisols 2K 5 75 5 M k% + Ferric Luvisols
LO3 1926 #{4+ Purple Soil 38 £k 5T I k7 L Typic Fer-Ustic Luvisols A 3 i U M RS £ Ferric Luvisols
DLO2 1740 #{ 1 Purple Soil 3 15 UK TE % £ Typic Mol-Ustic Luvisols 5 B e U 1 K 1+ Ferric Luvisols
NYOl 1540 %24+ Purple Soil 3 42k T T 1 4% J% £ Typic Fer-Ustic Cambisols {31 & 4% 1 Haplic Cambisols
DHo02 3 060 s+ Alluvial soil 58 FE R wh BUHT A+ Typic Gece-Alluvie Entisols — J# 5% J5i # )2 = Humic Leptosols
DQO2 3 040 hfl+ Alluvial soil F PG 3% FE R AL - Histic Umb-Cryic Cambisols A HL# 7 4 Histic Fluvisol
Dha03 2 351 7K+ Limestone soil 4% T 4%+ Lithic Fer-Ustic Cambisols  J& 7 Jii 4t 7% + Humic Cambisols
104 1602 £[3% Red Soil 38 6 4k T 5 2k - Typic Arg-Ustic Ferrisols Bk AR E PR+ Ferric Lixisols
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GENETIC CHARACTERISTICS AND TAXONOMY OF SOILS
IN THE THREE PARALLEL RIVERS AREA

He Zhongjun' Wang Lidong' Guo Linna' Yang Jigang® Long Xingzhi’ He Shunrong’ Wang Jianzhong’
(1 Faculty of Resources and Environmental Science, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650201, China)
(2 Lijiang Station of Soil and Fertilizer, Lijiang, Yunnan 674100, China)
(3 Diging Station of Soil and Fertilizer, Xianggelila, Yunnan 674400, China)

Abstract A total of 26 soil profiles typical of the Three Parallel Rivers area, were selected for field investigation of
pedogenetic conditions and analysis of physical and chemical properties. Based on the findings, analytical data and the
“Key to the Chinese Soil Taxonomy ( Third edition)” , diagnostic horizons and diagnostic characteristics of the profiles
were identified and attribution of the soils in the soil taxonomy was determined. Results show that the soils could be sorted
into six Orders ( Ferrisols, Luvisols, Spodosols, Cambisols, Entisols and Gleysols) , eleven Suborders, eighteen Groups
and nineteen Subgroups. Correlations and references were made between the Chinese Soil Taxonomy, WRB and the Chi-

nese soil genetic classification.

Key words The Three Parallel Rivers area; Soil taxonomy; Diagnostic horizon; Diagnostic characteristic



